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“JOSIIUA, WHAT hare 
you done for peace this 
ye.ar. 7” Leo Szilard would a,?k 
me. He was one of my most 
c b e r i shed 

; scientists are particularly 
concerned with what we 
might lcaoo behind us.’ All 
would variki~ i3 the same nu 
clear conflagration as the 
rest of human achievc- 
ment if we do not finil a way 
to stay the conflict of world 
power. 

We may be no better 
statesmen than other citizens, 
but we should constantly 
seek some technical innova- 
tion to contribute to human 
Survival. 

THE MOST LIkELY way 
for nuclear catastrophe to 
occur is through a mlscalcu- 
lation of the other side’s in- 
tentions and ,policy. So long 
(as communics.:ions are clear 
and time aiiows thoughtful 
analysis, any escalation of a 
conflict toward the use of 
nuclear weapons will remain 
fearful and constrained, and 
therefore reversible. 

Let us once panic, or the 
enemy conclude that we have 
reached the point of rage, 
and it will provoke the same 
reaction on both sides: “We 
must take the ultimate 
chance, get them before they 
get us.” At such a point, the 
fat,? 0: pp. c”y:” c-..-- -Jo-,.--! ,_ I, ., . ..I.. “‘-:,-.~~s 
on prrtving :!?a; :?lir DCIic.). is 
OP.!:’ <l~~~~L<iT,i~. 

-, ; I* ?I: ;? : -: .::*F i;;... ;.i;; ; .:. F:Y.:,;!‘,: , 
ti!e ~r~q~o~iance cl miscaicuia- 
tion in starting major con- 
fllc:s. Before World War I, 
thr: Kaiser was aii too CWI- 

eincing in an inflated show 
of German military power, 
and he deeply misapprehend- 
ed. the Czar’s policy of Pan- 
Slavism.. Hitler was aston- 
ished when the British really 
did react over Poland. 

Some mechanism rto divine 
the truth of a nation’s 
policy wouId therefore be of 
incalculable benefit to man’s 
hope of survival. Truth is a 
novel principle in politics; 
we have so little experience 
of it that it would be hard to 
predict all of its ramifica- 
tions. But it could save us 
from the ultimate catas- 
trophes, which should be 
enough reason to promote it. 

Such an environment 
might also solidify fun- 
damentally peaceful policies. 
These would be more advan- 
tageous when it was possible 
to prove them to the other 
parties. 

IT WOULD BE too rcvolu- 
tionary to suggest that a 
country always teil the truth, 
nor can we immediately im- 
pose truth-telling on our ad- 
versaries. Nevertheless, uni- 
lateral initiatives could trans- 
form the future. Political in 
stitutions might suffice by 
the pervasive assimilation of _ -. 

would bc difficult starting 
from now to ma!ie the minis- 
ter’s independent responsibil- 
ity wholly credible. 

We therefore set a truth 
machine as an objective of 
psychobiological research. To 
extract the truth from a 
human ‘being is an awesome 
goal, and it would be incon- 
‘sistent with OUT image of 
human dignity to disable him 
from lying’. However, only 
the official staff need be ob- 
ligated to submit to the de- 
vice. 

Technically, the machine 
should not be as difficult to 
Perfect as it would be to es- 
tablish the supporting insti- 
tutions. Lie detectors and 
narcoanalysis (truth “serum”) 
<are steps in this direction, 
but f;ir from perfect. 

We do know, however, that 
direct electrical stimulation 
61 the brain can elicit or in- 
hibit speech. We should then 
be able to learn how to make 
,a cooperative subject tell 
what he knows, and it is the 
minister’s job to cooperate 
with the machine. 

Once such system 
becomes availablea it should 
coordinate the bireaucratic 
techniques needed to ,assure 
that the truth minister does . 

foreign policy into internal, tiave the relevant informa- 
domestic law to make it ad-. tion, and can truthfully say 

that none has been denied ministratively too cumber- 
some to violate a treaty. This 
is a simple extrapolation of 
the concept of self-inspec- 
tion, but it would require 
much civil restraint on the 
President’s authority. 

him. Indeed when it became 
firm policy to open this 
avenue to the truth, it might 
never or rarely be necessary 
to invoke the machine itself. 

We could establish an offi- 
cial Ministry of Truth whose 
lawful function was to know 
the truth .about our national 
po!iey ‘and immediate plans. 
The minister would, howev- 
er, speak only when Iicensed 
by the President to make an 
es cathedra statement on a 
crucial, solemn occasion. IC 

The truth would then be 
,available to the President as . 
another weapon of national 
policy for worid peace. The 
technical problem is merely 
to achieve such a level of 
credibility that when the 
truth is invoked other nations 
could rely upon it in mak- 
ir$ their own pIans. 
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